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"Nil  de  Mortuis  Nisi  Veritas.1' 


Confederate  Leaders  and 

Other  Citizens 

Request  the 

House  of  Delegates  to  Repeal 

the  Resolution  of  Respect 

to  Abraham  Lincoln, 

the  Barbarian, 

who  hung  in  cold  blood  three  great  Southerners,  and  was 
shot  by  Wilkes  Booth  because  Abe  Lincoln  in  February, 
1865,  had  hung  that  great  and  noble  Confederate  naval 
officer,  John  Y.  Beall,  against  all  civilized  rules  of  war- 
fare, after  Lincoln  had  promised  Booth  to  treat  Captain 
Beall  as  a  prisoner  of  war,  as  he  was  in  all  honour 
bound  so  to  do. 


Because— 


by  his  misconduct  and  brutality  in  office  he  for- 
feited all  right  to  respect  from  self-respecting, 
intelligent  Southerners,  who  are  fully  aware  that 
he  was  an  accident  in  politics.  He  received  less 
than  1,900,000  votes  out  of  a  total  of  4,600,000  votes 
cast  at  his  first  election,  and  at  his  second  election, 
when  he  found  that  he  could  not  bribe  General 
McClellan  not  to  run  against  him,  he  bulldozed 
and  secured  his  re-election  by  basest  means. 
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(Advertisement) 

An  Open  Letter 

Matthews  Courthouse,  Va., 

February  19,   1928. 

The  Hon.  John  Tabb  Duval, 
House  of  Delegates, 
Richmond,  Va. 

Dear  Sir: 

As  one  of  your  constituents  who  voted  for  your  election  to 
the  House  of  Delegates,  I  am  writing  to  ask  you  to  do  what 
you  can  to  have  the  Resolution  passed  recently  by  the  House 
of  Delegates  to  honor  the  birthday  of  Abraham  Lincoln  re- 
pealed and  expunged  from  the  records  of  the  House.     If  per- 
mitted, I  should  be  glad  to  make  this  appeal  in  person  or  by 
letter  to  the  House.     The  Resolution  was  unnecessary  and 
unjust.     It  was  unnecessary   to  stir  up  strife  between   the 
North  and  the  South,  that  was  dying  out,  and  to  reproach 
the  living  followers  of  General  Lee  for  the  part  they  had  taken 
in   the  War   Between   the   States.     It  was   unjust,    because 
Abraham  Lincoln  was  the  leader  of  the  Northern  fanatics  who 
brought  on   the  war;   and,   as   Commander-in-Chief  of   the 
United  States  Army  and  Navy,  adopted  and  favored  a  policy 
of  exterminating  the  Southern  people  by  the  most  cruel  and 
merciless  measures  and  means.     Unjust  because  if  the  South 
was  wrong  in  fighting  against  the  Union,  Mr.  Lincoln  was 
right  in  stigmatizing  and  treating  General  Lee's  followers  as 
traitors  and  rebels.     But  if  the  South  was  right  in  seceding 
from  the  Union  at  that  time,  General  Lee  and  his  followers 
were  right  in  defending  the  South  against  the  invasion  of  the 
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Northern  forces.  General  Lee  thought  that  secession  was 
inexpedient,  and  advised  against  it,  but  after  Virginia  seceded 
he  espoused  the  cause  of  the  South,  and  fought  to  the  bitter 
end  for  its  success,  because  he  thought  he  was  right  in  so  doing, 
for  after  the  war,  in  talking  with  a  friend  about  this  matter, 
he  said  to  him,  "I  do  not  regret  the  part  I  took  in  the  war, 
and  would  take  the  same  cause  again  under  similar  circum- 
stances," or  words  to  that  effect.  Therefore,  the  Resolution 
in  honoring  the  birthday  of  Abraham  Lincoln  dishonors 
General  Lee  and  his  followers,  and  the  cause  for  which  they 
fought. 

Hoping  that  you  may  adopt  or  suggest  some  way  by  which 
this  Resolution  may  be  repealed  and  removed  from  the  records 
of  the  House,  I  am, 

Yours  very  truly, 

(Sgd.)  GILES  B.  COOK. 

The  only  surviving  member  of  General  R.  E.  Lee's  staff. 

P.  S. — To  introduce  the  subject,  perhaps  a  motion  might 
be  made  by  some  member  of  the  House  who  did  vote  for 
it  to  reconsider  the  passage  of  the  Resolution  by  the  House 
when  my  letter  to  you  could  be  read. 
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A  Concise  Life  of  Abrah&m  Lincoln  and  the  Memorial 
Act  of  Lincoln  Passed  by  the  House  of  Delegates 
of  Virginia. 

I  have  been  "laid  up"  with  acute  lumbago  for  the  last  two 
months;  not  able  to  reply  to  the  Rev.  Wm.  E.  Barton's 
captious  reply  to  my  article  in  Forum  in  regard  to  Lincoln's 
"religious  beliefs."  In  the  meantime,  however,  some  of  my 
friends — Dr.  Lyon  Tyler,  Miss  Mary  D.  Carter,  Rev.  Giles  B. 
Cooke,  Beverly  Minor  and  others — have  written  in  said 
Forum,  endorsing  fully  my  statements  in  regard  to  Lincoln's 
infidelity,  and  also  my  statement  that  a  biography  written 
by  W.  H.  Herndon  (Lincoln's  "close  friend"  and  twenty-year 
partner),  was  suppressed  and  for  many  years  kept  from  the 
public,  because  it  stated  unequivocally  that  Lincoln  was  "a 
deep-grounded  infidel"  and  spectacularly  an  anti- 
Christian.  Mr.  Barton  in  his  reply,  in  order  to  befog  my 
article,  did  what  he  could  to  make  me  a  falsifier  of  history,  by 
stating  that  all  Mr.  Lincoln's  "candid  biographers  affirm  that 
in  the  essentials  of  his  matured  belief,  as  declared  by  him- 
self, Lincoln  was  a  Christian."  Ward  Hill  Lamon,  a  close 
friend,  appointed  by  Lincoln  Chief  Marshal  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  said  (page  486  in  his  Life  of  Lincoln),  "Mr.  Lin- 
coln was  never  a  member  of  any  church,  nor  did  he  be- 
lieve in  the  inspiration  of  the  Scriptures."  "Overwhelm- 
ing testimony  out  of  many  mouths,  and  none  stronger  than 
out  of  his  own,  places  these  facts  beyond  controversy.  When 
he  went  to  church  at  all,  he  went  to  mock  and  came 
away  to  mimic."  Dr.  Nathaniel  Stephenson,  in  his  recent 
work,  "Lincoln"  (page  436),  said  that  the  first  edition  of 
Herndon's  work  produced  a  storm  of  protests,  and  the  book 
was  promptly  recalled.  W7ith  this  overwhelming  testimony 
emanating  from  Lincoln's  "close  friends,"  how  can  the  Rev. 
Wm.  E.  Barton  even  say  in  the  "essentials"  Lincoln  was  a 
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Christian  believer  and  that  he  believed  in  the  inspiration  of 
the  Holy  Bible? 

Mr.  Barton  in  his  reply  article,  "I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
any  use  to  tell  Major  Hale  about  the  religion  of  Lincoln;  he 
writes  as  a  man  with  a  closed  mind;  I  do  not  undertake  to 
refute  him;  it  strains  a  man  to  hit  at  nothing."  Again  he 
says  Major  Hale  will  have  no  difficulty  in  learning  all  about 
this,  if  he  cares  to  learn,  which  I  do  not  think  he  does.  All 
this  is  decidedly  heroic — at  a  distance.  You,  Mr.  Barton, 
have  said  that  I,  and  all  those  from  whom  I  quoted,  are 
falsifiers  of  history,  and  were  in  your  estimation  a  coterie  of 
nothings.  This  insult  is  very  harassing  to  a  man  who  fought 
at  the  first  battle  of  Manassas  and  was  captured  on  the  day 
of  the  surrender,  fighting  to  keep  a  lot  of  unconstitu- 
tional invaders  (Lincoln  at  their  head)  from  exploiting 
the  glorious  land  of  Dixie:  a  territory  which  I  am  proud 
to  proclaim  is  my  native  land,  in  which  I  have  resided 
eighty-eight  years.  In  concluding  Mr.  Barton  says,  ''Why 
not  repress  articles  like  those  of  the  Major  till  their  authors 
learn  the  simplest  of  the  facts  they  pretend  to  write  about." 
Now  just  here  let  me  say,  I  have  been  a  student  of  the  history 
of  that  barbarous  war  forced  on  my  beloved  Southland  for 
fifty  years,  and  assidiously  analyzed  the  causes  that  provoked 
it;  also  studied  closely  the  character  of  those  who  were  the 
instigators.  I  have  read  four  or  five  biographies  of  Abraham 
Lincoln — just  finished  reading  the  two  volumes  written  by 
Carl  Sanburn  (1,000  pages  on  Lincoln).  I  am  fully  con- 
vinced that  the  war  waged  against  the  South  was  the 
most  cruel  and  unjustifiable  onslaught  ever  waged  by 
one  civilized  nation  on  another,  and  that  while  pre- 
tentiously claiming  that  slavery  and  the  Union  were  the 
main  factors  that  impelled  the  war  on  the  States,  the 
real  inwardness  of  the  instigators  of  that  war  was  to 
perpetuate  the  Republican  party,  which  power  by  the 
indiscretion  of  the  Democratic  party  had   been  ob- 
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tainedi  200,000  of  the  South's  bravest  and  best  citizens 
killed  and  mutilated,  and  400,000  of  the  bravest  men  in 
the  North  killed  and  wounded ;  besides  billions  of  prop- 
erty confiscated  and  destroyed  in  order  that  a  new  po- 
litical party  might  gain  success. 

I  cannot  in  a  Forum  article  elaborately  portray  the  real 
Lincoln  without  imposing  too  much  on  the  reading  public 
and  the  graciousness  of  the  editor,  but  will  confine  myself,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  essentials  that  characterized  his  famous 
career,  which  are  so  conflicting  and  legendary  as  to  seriously 
complicate  my  efforts.  What  I  shall  say  shall  be  solely  in 
the  interest  of  true  history  and  in  accordance  with  the  ad- 
monishment of  Robert  E.  Lee:  "Search  for  the  truth  and 
assidiously  disseminate  it." 

Up  to  Mr.  Lincoln's  inauguration  there  was  nothing 
abnormal  in  his  career  save  his  well-known  heretical 
views  on  the  authenticity  of  the  Bible  and  the  Divinity 
of  Christ,  which  in  a  previous  article  I  have  extensively 
referred  to,  Mr.  Lincoln  was  not  the  first  American  that 
ascended  to  the  presidency  from  a  log  cabin  or  an  humble 
social  parentage,  to  which  his  admirers  so  prodigally  referred. 
Mr.  Lincoln  was  naturally  ambitious  politically,  and  for- 
tunately espoused  the  abolitionists  in  their  frantic  zeal  to 
emancipate  the  slaves  of  the  South,  who  at  that  time  was  a 
political  element  of  great  strength  and  determination  north 
of  the  Mason  and  Dixon  line.  He  was  decidedly  loquacious 
and  allegorical  in  his  conversation,  which  to  his  companions 
in  that  Springfield  section  was  very  attractive  and  greatly 
augmented  his  popularity.  His  pliancy  to  any  scheme 
that  would  add  to  his  personal  elevation  was  widely 
known;  hence  his  selection  as  the  champion  of  the 
Abolition  party  was  made,  which  party  was  soon  po- 
litically organized  under  the  name  of  the  Republican 
party,  and  Lincoln  signalized  his  loyalty  by  con- 
tributing $100.00  to  John  Brown's  activity  in  Virginia, 
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specially  purposed  to  incite  the  slaves  to  murder  their 
masters  and  free  themselves.  This  act  on  Mr.  Lin- 
coln's part,  accentuated  by  his  Emancipation  Pro- 
clamation, made  him  a  duplicate  of  John  Brown  on  a 
more  ferocious  scale.  John  Brown  in  his  raid  on  Vir- 
ginia only  killed  one  man  (a  negro).  Lincoln  in  his 
raid  (invasion)  killed  and  mutilated  200,000. 

I  have  just  read  an  article  in  the  Southern  Methodist, 
written  by  Ralph  Whitney,  subject  "The  Babblings  of  Bruce 
Barton."  In  the  article  Mr.  Whitney  says,  "It  is  because  of 
the  favorable  recognition  this  book  (Bruce  Barton's)  is  being 
accorded  in  various  church  papers,  the  diligence  with  which 
it  is  being  circulated  by  public  libraries,  and  the  praise  it 
receives  from  those  who  should  condemn  it,  that  we  feel 
moved  to  discuss  it."  Along  the  same  line  he  discusses 
Abraham  Lincoln.  Says  he:  "As  the  first  objective  of  Mr. 
Barton's  book  might  be  called  the  belittling  of  Jesus,  so 
the  second  objective  can  be  aptly  termed  the  glorifica- 
tion of  Abraham  Lincoln."  The  Northern  churches  may 
sing  their  hosannas  to  Lincoln,  put  in  their  stained  glass  win- 
dows to  his  memory,  but  let  them  not  forget  that  among 
the  Orthodox  of  the  South  there  are  "searchers  after 
truth"  who  have  already  found  it;  these  cannot  bring 
themselves  to  parallel  the  life  of  any  human  being  with 
that  of  the  Redeemer  of  mankind.  It  is  a  sacrilege 
which  they  dare  not  commit.  What  parity  can  there  be 
between  the  Saviour  of  the  world  and  the  saviour  of 
the  Union?  Lincoln  did  not  save  the  Union  as  it  was 
(as  our  forefathers  made  it),  but  only  the  Republican 
party.  He  defeated  the  South  and  trampled  under 
foot  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  in  doing  so. 
No!  we  will  refuse  to  be  possumed  into  the  profanation. 
No!  we  will  not  burn  any  candles  before  "Old  Abe." 
Lincoln's  apotheosis  has  been  rightly  described  as  "the 
most  amazing  climbing  vine  in  the  garden  of  history." 
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Rhodes  in  his  history  shows  Lincoln  an  infidel,  if  not  an 
atheist.  He  nowhere  ever  professed  the  slightest  faith 
in  Jesus  as  the  Son  of  God.  He  never  told  anyone  that 
he  accepted  Jesus  as  Christ."  Mr.  Whitney  in  conclusion 
says:  "Lincoln,  if  such  a  Christian  as  Mr.  Barton  and  others 
picture  him,  why  did  twenty  out  of  twenty-three  ministers 
in  his  home  town,  Springfield,  111.,  oppose  him  for  president?" 

While  some  of  Lincoln's  admirers  say  he  was  a  great  man, 
they  have  produced  no  special  act  of  greatness  per- 
formed personally  by  him.  The  Standard  Dictionary  de- 
fines greatness:  "having  large  mental,  moral  or  other  endow- 
ments." The  seven  Republican  governors  prescribed 
his  every  public  act,  and  every  public  act  of  importance 
was  censored  by  his  able  cabinet.  The  same  result 
would  have  evented  had  Lincoln  been  a  baby.  The  re- 
sult was  as  inevitable  as  a  contest  between  thirty  men 
pitted  against  five  men.  Lincoln  said  to  his  best  friend, 
Herndon:  "Billy,  I  hope  there  will  be  no  trouble,  but 
rather  than  the  South  shall  win,  I  will  make  a  grave- 
yard of  its  whole  territory."  He  knew  he  had  the 
might  and  he  most  savagely  carried  out  his  threat. 

Mr.  Lincoln's  ukase  during  the  war  was  as  absolute-coersive 
as  that  of  the  Russian  czar.  In  C.  J.  Horton's  History,  "A 
Youth  History  of  the  Civil  War  Between  the  States,"  written 
in  1863-1867,  I  quote:  "Mr.  Lincoln  did  not  allow  any  oppo- 
sition to  his  policies.  The  war  he  was  waging  was  not  so 
much  a  war  against  the  South  as  it  was  a  war  against  the 
Democratic  and  Republican  principle  of  government.  The 
first  warfare  on  these  principles  indulged  in  was  an  assault  on 
the  freedom  of  the  press.  In  July,  1861,  he  ordered  all 
the  leading  Democratic  papers  in  New  York  City  be 
denied  circulation  in  the  mails.  Not  less  than  three  or 
four  hundred  were  denied  the  use  of  the  mails,  or 
mobbed  in  Maryland,  Kentucky  and  Missouri.  He  did 
not  stop  with  suppressing  the  freedom  of  the  press. 
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His  secretary,  Seward,  seemed  to  relish  sending  people 
to  bastiles  without  any  charge  against  them.  Up  to 
December,  1861,  three  hundred  and  fifty  persons  had 
been  sent  to  military  prisons  by  order  of  Seward  alone. 
Persons  arrested  in  the  East  by  Lincoln  and  Seward  dur- 
ing three  years  of  the  war  was  estimated  at  ten  thou- 
sand. Taking  the  whole  North,  the  number  could  not 
have  been  less  than  thirty  thousand.  All  sorts  of  means 
were  resorted  to  to  intimidate  people  from  expressing 
their  opinions.  On  Sunday,  the  9th  day  of  February, 
1862,  as  the  Rev.  Mr.  S.  Stuart,  of  St.  Paul's  Episcopal 
Church,  Alexandria,  was  officiating,  a  brutal  officer 
with  a  file  of  soldiers  seized  him  and,  wrenching  the 
prayer  book  out  of  his  hand,  dragged  him  from  the 
church.  The  charge  against  him  was  that  he  did  not 
pray  for  Lincoln.  It  is  believed  that  in  all  one  hundred 
clergymen  were  arrested.  Judges  were  arrested,  and 
kept  for  months  in  prison,  and  then  discharged,  no 
crime  being  alleged  against  them.  Judge  Richard  B. 
Carmichael,  of  Maryland,  was  brutally  assaulted  in 
his  own  court,  then  imprisoned,  but  no  charge  lodged 
against  him.  "The  most  astounding  of  all,"  says  the  his- 
torian, "even  boys  were  arrested  and  jailed  for  months." 
Many  instances  of  which  Mr.  Horton  relates.  A  boy,  George 
Hubbell,  on  the  railroad,  for  selling  Democratic  newspapers, 
was  arrested  and  jailed.  Another  boy  of  17  was  sent  to  Fort 
Lafayette  because  his  father  was  a  Democrat  (of  Connecticut). 
In  Kentucky  a  school  of  boys  was  seized  and  made  to  take 
the  ironclad  oath.  Two  boys  named  Woolsey  refused,  were 
sent  to  jail  and  kept  there  for  over  two  years.  F.  D.  Flander, 
editor  Malon  Gazette,  and  his  brother  (Franklin  County, 
New  York),  were  arrested  and  confined  in  the  bastile.  His 
wife,  a  brave  and  talented  lady,  took  the  pen  and  kept  the 
paper  going  while  her  husband  was  in  prison  for  opinion's 
sake. 
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Mr.  Lincoln  was  the  champion  nullifier  of  the 
twentieth  century.  He  grossly  annulled  the  Constitu- 
tion which  he  swore  to  honor  and  obey,  instances  of 
which  are  too  numerous  to  relate.  Don't  forget  that 
Seward  said,  "Not  that  I  love  the  Negro,  but  I  hate  the 
Democratic  party."  A  merchant  of  Boston,  prominent  in 
his  State,  said  to  the  writer  of  this  history  (Horton),  "This 
war  will  put  an  end  to  democracy,  and  that  alone  will 
be  worth  all  the  blood  which  is  shed." 

A  leading  black  Republican  paper,  the  North  American  of 
Philadelphia,  said :  "This  war  had  already  shown  the  absurdity 
of  a  government  of  limited  powers.  It  has  shown  that  the 
power  of  every  government  ought  to  be  and  must  be  un- 
limited." Joshua  R.  Geddings  was  sent  as  a  minister  to 
Canada.  He  said  he  wished  to  see  the  day  when  bayonets 
would  be  put  on  the  hands  of  Southern  Negroes." 

The  Hon.  George  Lunt,  of  Boston,  said:  "The  president  is 
a  person  of  scarcely  more  than  ordinary  natural  powers, 
neither  cultivated  by  education,  nor  enlarged  by  experience 
in  public  affairs.  His  thoughts  ran  in  narrow  channels." 
The  Youth's  History  of  the  Civil  War,  written  by  C.  J.  Horton, 
a  brilliant  magazine  writer  and  native  of  New  York,  was  sup- 
pressed on  account  of  the  truths  it  published  as  to  causes 
that  precipitated  the  war  on  the  South  and  the  barbarous 
manner  in  which  it  was  conducted.  Miss  Mary  D.  Carter, 
Upperville,  Va.,  is  now  having  it  revised  and  republished. 
Every  descendant  of  a  Confederate  veteran  should  get  a  copy. 
It  is  a  complete  eye-opener  and  will  no  doubt  refute  much  that 
has  been  falsely  written  by  historians  of  the  North  through 
malice,  ignorance  or  lucre.  The  military  code  of  all  civilized 
nations  demand  that  all  private  property  shall  not  be  dis- 
turbed except  for  the  maintenance  of  an  invading  army,  and 
when  so  used,  must  be  paid  for.  This  law  was  wholly  ignored. 
Sheridan  in  his  report  to  Grant  August  10th — I  have  destroyed 
over  435,802  bushels  of  wheat,  20,000  bushels  of  oats,  77,176 
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bushels  of  corn,  876  barrels  flour,  20,000  tons  hay,  11,000 
cattle,  12,000  sheep,  15,000  hogs,  12,000  pounds  bacon, 
7  iron  furnaces,  etc.,  etc.  Lincoln  telegraphed  Major 
General  Sheridan,  "With  great  pleasure  I  tender  to 
you  and  your  brave  army  the  thanks  of  the  Nation  and 
my  own  personal  admiration  and  gratitude  for  the 
month's  operations  in  the  Shenandoah  Valley."  Abra- 
ham Lincoln — Quantom  Sufficit. 

Just  as  I  had  concluded  the  above  manuscript,  my  atten- 
tion was  called  to  the  recent  act  of  the  Virginia  Legislature 
in  honoring  the  birthday  of  Abraham  Lincoln,  whose  true 
character  I  had  just  ceased  to  delineate.  I  was  horrified, 
and  almost  paralyzed  by  the  news,  and  disgusted  to  the  fullest 
extent.  It  was  a  faux  pas  of  the  gravest  kind,  and,  strange  to 
say,  there  was  no  rational  grounds  to  justify  such  a  vexatious 
and  intolerable  act.  Now  with  all  these  atrocious  acts  de- 
picted in  the  above  manuscript  staring  them  in  the  face,  how 
could  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Virginia  build  themselves  to 
pass  such  an  insidious  act?  How  can  I,  or  other  supporters 
of  that  righteous  but  defeated  cause  properly  and  consistently 
account  for  that  act  passed  by  a  Virginia  House  of  Delegates 
memorializing  the  birthday  of  Abraham  Lincoln.  As  he  is 
considered  a  second  edition  of  John  Brown,  without  his 
brains  and  his  religion,  why  not  celebrate  the  birthday 
of  John  Brown,  or  in  some  complimentary  way  resolute 
a  few  lines  of  praise.  Well  may  we  pertinently  inquire, 
Where  are  the  Sons  of  Veterans,  who  no  doubt  composed  a 
large  contingent  of  that  body?  And  then,  "to  cap  the  climax," 
a  leading  newspaper  editor  in  Virginia  inferentially  refers 
to  all  those  writers  who  do  not  spread  roses  on  the  grave  of 
"Old  Abe"  as  a  lot  of  misguided  Southerners  who  are  prone 
to  keep  alive  the  old  lies  against  Lincoln  and  the  old  ani- 
mosities born  of  a  bitter  war."  In  the  War  Between  the 
States  I  was  by  exposure  made  fairly  tough  and  may  be  able 
to  withstand  the  obliging  cast,  but  I  fear  that  Dr.  Minor, 
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Dr.  Tyler,  the  progeny  of  Judge  Christian,  Miss  Mildred 
Rutherford,  Miss  Mary  Carter  and  the  Rev.  Giles  B.  Cook 
may  succumb  in  the  contest.  My  countrymen!  My  country- 
men! why  have  you  deserted  me? 

(Signed)  G.  W.  B.  HALE, 

Rocky  Mount,  Virginia. 

Our  withdrawal  from  the  Union  was  a  constitutional  ques- 
tion. We  claimed,  and  were  sustained  by  the  ablest  states- 
men of  the  North  and  South,  that  we  had  the  legal  constitu- 
tional right  to  do  so.  The  Rev.  Charles  Beecher  Stowe,  son 
of  Harriet  Beecher  Stowe,  author  of  the  famous  book,  ''Uncle 
Tom's  Cabin,"  said:  "The  Southern  people  had  the  constitu- 
tional right  to  secede,  that  they  wrere  not  rebels,  and  had 
never  violated  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  but 
that  the  people  of  the  North  were  the  real  rebels,  and  had 
violated  the  Constitution  a  number  of  times."  (Especially 
Abraham  Lincoln.)  This  memorial  act  to  honor  the  birth- 
day of  Lincoln  seems  to  be  a  confession  that  the  South  was 
wrong,  and  that  we  are  anxious  to  atone. 

My  countrymen!  My  countrymen!  Why  hast  thou  de- 
serted me? 

G.  W.  B.  HALE. 

(Adv.) 


HOUSE  ACTION  ON  LINCOLN  MISTAKE, 
SAYS  DR.  TYLER 

To  the  Editor  of  The  Times-Dispatch: 

Sir:  I  hope  you  will  permit  a  few  words  of  comment  upon 
the  action  of  the  House  of  Delegates  in  adjourning  on  February 
12th  in  honor  of  President  Lincoln.  I  write  with  no  purpose 
of  challenging  the  motives  of  the  members  of  the  House  or 
unduly  criticizing  their  action.  On  the  contrary,  I  feel  cer- 
tain that  that  body  was  largely  influenced  by  the  desire  or 
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showing  that  spirit  of  forgiveness  and  conciliation  which  are 
so  honorable  to  human  nature  and  characteristic  of  Christian 
forbearance  and  teaching.  No  doubt  little  thought  beyond 
this  was  given  to  the  matter. 

Nevertheless,  I  think,  with  all  due  respect,  the  action  of 
the  House  was  a  great  mistake.     There  is  such  a  thing  as 
excess  even  in  kindness.     Honors  should  be  carefully  con- 
sidered and  be  paid  to  men  only  who  have  deserved  well  of 
the  Commonwealth,  for,  if  indiscriminately  bestowed,  they 
cease  to  have  any  value  or  significance.     Can  any  member 
of  the  House  seriously  think  that  Lincoln  deserved  well  of 
this   Commonwealth    in   opposing   the   principle   of   self-de- 
termination and  plunging  the  country  into  war  by  sending  an 
armed  squadron  against  Fort  Sumter  when  he  had  the  pledge 
of  the  South  that  no  hostile  move  would  be  made  against  the 
fort  if  a  sergeant  and  five  or  six  men  were  left  in  the  fort  to 
symbolize  with  the  flag  the  authority  of  the  government? 
Did  Lincoln  deserve  well  of  the  Commonwealth  in  afterwards 
waging  against  the  Commonwealth  a  war  which  has  been  char- 
acterized as  inhuman  by  a  brave  soldier  and  great  scholar  of 
the  North,  Charles  Francis  Adams,  in  the  following  language: 
"Our  own  methods  during  the  final  stages  of  the  conflict  were 
sufficiently  described  by  General  Sheridan  when  during  the 
Franco-Prussian  War,  as  the  guest  of  Bismarck,  he  declared 
against  humanity   in  warfare,   contending  that   the  correct 
policy  was  to  treat  a  hostile  population  with  the  utmost  rigor, 
leaving  them,  as  he  expressed  it,  'nothing  but  their  eyes  to 
weep  with  over  the  war.'  " 

The  resolution  of  the  House  appears  based  upon  the  idea 
that  Lincoln  would,  if  he  had  lived,  have  prevented  the  horrors 
of  reconstruction.  But  how  idle  it  is  to  attempt  to  predict 
what  a  dead  man  would  do,  when  history  is  so  full  of  examples 
of  the  inconsistencies  of  living  men.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
there  is  nothing  upon  which  to  base  an  opinion  of  his  possible 
course  after  the  war  except  the  cold  facts  of  his  conduct  dur- 
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ing  the  war.     There  was  the  rigorous  war  he  waged,  involv_ 
ing  the  wholesale  destruction  of  lives  and  property,  and  there 
was  the  instability  of  his  character,  which  made  him  incapable 
of  standing  up  against  any  real  opposition.     His  attitude  on 
every  important  question  suffered  constant  change.     He  had 
practically  decided  to  withdraw  the  troops  from  Fort  Sumter, 
but  changed  front  when  a  conference  of  nine  war  governors 
brought  pressure  to  bear  upon  him;  he  decided  to  issue  a 
proclamation  of  emancipation  in  July,  1863,  but  when  Seward, 
the  Secretary  of  State,  showed  to  him  its  impropriety  at  the 
time,   he  pocketed   the  paper  and  for  months  later  talked 
on  both  sides  of  the  question.     He  at  first  decided  to  write 
a  paper  justifying  the  action  of  Captain  Wilkes  in  seizing  the 
Confederate  commissioners  from   the   British   steam  packet 
Trent,  but  shortly  united  with  his  cabinet  in  making  a  humili- 
ating apology  to  Great  Britain;  he  proposed  a  plan  of  recon- 
struction on  his  amnesty  proclamation  of  December  8,  1863, 
and  afterwards  in  another  proclamation,  July  8,  1864,  declared 
himself  as  wedded  to  no  particular  plan  and  as  ready  to  accept 
that  of  Congress.     To  bring  the  long-drawn-out  war  to  a  close 
he  proposed  to  his  cabinet  to  pay  the  South  for  their  slaves, 
but  when  his  cabinet  opposed  him,  he  submitted  and  said 
nothing  more  of  the  matter.     When  just  before  hostilities 
the  Confederates  sent  a  commission  to  Washington  to  confer 
with  him  about  the  troubles,  he  denied  them  audience  on  the 
childish  ground  that  the  South  had  no  right  to  speak  for  them- 
selves, and  yet  towards  the  close  of  the  war  condescended  to 
meet  Southern  commissioners  at  Old  Point.     And  the  last 
act  of  his  official  career  showed  that  this  instability  of  char- 
acter was  absolutely  fatal  to  any  such  expectation  as  the  reso- 
lution of  the  House  of  Delegates  appears  to  set  forth.     Upon 
the  evacuation  of  Richmond,  Lincoln  visited   the  city  and 
gave  permission  for  the  Virginia  Assembly  to  come  together. 
But  no  sooner  did  he  return  to  Washington  than,  yielding  to 
the  protestation  of  the  radicals,  Sumner  and  Stevens,  in  Con- 

(15) 


gress,  and  Stanton,  in  the  cabinet,  he  sent  a  telegram,  couched 
in  the  very  language  that  Stanton  desired,  withdrawing  his 
permission  for  the  Legislature  to  assemble. 

I  am  a  believer  in  reconciliation  and  peace,  and  I  think 
every  effort  should  be  made  to  promote  harmony  and  good 
feeling,  but  it  does  not  follow  that  such  a  policy  should  be 
at  the  expense  of  historic  truth  and  justice.  The  death  of 
Lincoln  was  not  by  any  means  the  real  cause  of  the  drastic 
legislation  following  the  war,  but  the  real  cause  was  the  fact 
that  under  the  policy  of  President  Johnson,  "the  unrepentant" 
rebels  were  again  in  control  of  their  States  and  that  Con- 
federate Senators  and  Brigadiers  were  to  be  sent  to  Congress 
to  help  make  laws  for  the  loyal  men  of  the  North.  This 
prospect  these  loyal  men  resented,  and  this  resentment  Lincoln 
would  have  had  to  confront  had  he  dared  to  pursue  recon- 
struction plans  similar  to  Johnson's.  There  is  abundant 
reason  to  suppose  that  a  man  of  his  pliant  nature  would  have 
succumbed  before  this  feeling  of  resentment  and  joined  with 
Congress  in  imposing  the  drastic  reconstruction  laws  upon 
the  South. 

LYON  G.  TYLER. 
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